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compliance guide should be sent to Jay 
Guerber at the previously mentioned 
address in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT section. 

A 10-day comment period is provided 
to allow interested persons to respond 
to this proposed rule. Ten days is 
deemed appropriate because a final 
decision on increasing the rate as 
proposed should be made by mid-
November. This is when the Committee 
is anticipated to begin billing handlers 
for assessments.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 989 

Grapes, Marketing agreements, 
Raisins, Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements.

For the reasons set forth in the 
preamble, 7 CFR part 989 is proposed to 
be amended as follows:

PART 989—RAISINS PRODUCED 
FROM GRAPES GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA 

1. The authority citation for 7 CFR 
part 989 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 601–674.

2. Section 989.347 is revised to read 
as follows:

§ 989.347 Assessment rate. 
On and after August 1, 2002, an 

assessment rate of $8.00 per ton is 
established for assessable raisins 
produced from grapes grown in 
California.

Dated: November 14, 2002. 
A.J. Yates, 
Administrator, Agricultural Marketing 
Service.
[FR Doc. 02–29600 Filed 11–18–02; 4:50 pm] 
BILLING CODE 3410–02–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration 

14 CFR Parts 1, 60, 61, 63, 141, and 142

[Docket No. FAA–2002–12461; Notice No. 
02–11] 

RIN 2120–AH07

Flight Simulation Device Initial and 
Continuing Qualification and Use

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of on-line public forum.

SUMMARY: On September 25, 2002, the 
FAA published a notice of proposed 
rulemaking (NPRM), which proposes 
requirements to establish flight 
simulation device qualification 
requirements in a new part. (67 FR 

60284; Notice No. 02–11). The comment 
period closes on February 24, 2003. To 
supplement the traditional comment 
period, we are announcing an on-line 
public forum, allowing you to answer 
specific questions we will ask on the 
Internet. We are offering the forum to 
assist us in providing a clear and 
comprehensive final rule. You can 
continue to submit comments to the 
docket during the public forum, as 
outlined below and in the NPRM.
DATES: You may access the on-line 
public forum beginning December 2, 
2002, at 9 a.m. e.s.t. until December 13, 
2002, at 4:30 p.m. e.s.t.
ADDRESSES: You may access the on-line 
public forum at http://www2.faa.gov/
avr/arm/
rulemakingforum.cfm?nav=part. Under 
the ‘‘View Docket/Comments’’ column, 
click once on ‘‘Enter Public Forum.’’ 
Follow the instructions to access the 
questions. 

If you are unable to participate in the 
on-line public forum and wish to submit 
written comments, address your 
comments to the Docket Management 
System, U.S. Department of 
Transportation, Room Plaza 401, 400 
Seventh St., SW., Washington, DC 
20590–0001. You must identify the 
docket number FAA–2002–12461 at the 
beginning of your comments, and you 
should submit two copies of your 
comments. 

You may also submit comments 
through the Internet to http://dms/
dot.gov. You may review the public 
docket containing comments to these 
proposed regulations in person in the 
Dockets Office between 9 a.m. and 5 
p.m., Monday through Friday, except 
Federal holidays. The Dockets Office is 
on the plaza level at the Department of 
Transportation building at the address 
above. Also, you may review public 
dockets on the Internet at http://
dms.dot.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Edward Cook, National Simulator 
Program Staff (AFS–205), Flight 
Standards Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 1701 Columbia Avenue, 
College Park, GA 30337; telephone (404) 
305–6100.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 

On-Line Public Forum 
We are soliciting on-line discussion 

and written comments on the questions 
below. You will be able to read the 
questions on-line and submit your 
answers and comments electronically. 
We will monitor your responses 
throughout the 2-week forum and may 
ask you clarifying questions. While we 
have selected topics that we are 

particularly interested in, we still 
welcome all of your comments and 
suggestions. We will not make any 
commitments or draw any conclusions 
while the docket is open for public 
comment. 

On-Line Questions 
The questions that will appear on the 

Internet for the on-line public forum are 
as follows: 

1. The FAA would like to assist any 
reader who may have had difficulty 
understanding the proposed rule. If you 
need clarification on the proposed rule 
(in general or in a specific section), 
please describe what you would like 
clarified here.

Note: We will exert every effort to post our 
reply below your description in as short a 
time as possible.

2. The FAA seeks the public’s opinion 
on the format of the part 60 appendices 
‘‘A’’ through ‘‘D.’’ Specifically, does this 
format aid the reader in determining the 
context of the material being read (i.e., 
awareness that the text is rule language, 
additional requirements, or 
information)? If not, what are your 
recommendations for modifying the 
format? 

3. The FAA seeks the public’s 
recommendations for additions, 
modifications, and/or deletions to the 
definitions of terms used in the 
proposed rule (as found in the dedicated 
section of the rule and the dedicated 
attachment in each appendix to the 
rule). The recommendations we are 
seeking are strictly to make the 
proposed rule clearer. 

4. The FAA seeks the public’s opinion 
on where the National Simulator 
Program (NSP) should publish the 
Statement of Qualification?* The 
options are as follows: 

(a) Shared with the public on the 
NSP’s Internet website; 

(b) Shared only among NSP staff, FAA 
personnel (for example, Principal 
Operations Inspector (POI) or Training 
Center Program Manager (TCPM)) and 
the sponsor; or 

(c) Shared only between NSP staff and 
the sponsor.

* Note: The Statement of Qualification 
consists of the following three parts: 

(a) A Certificate—names the sponsor; the 
aircraft being simulated; the category of 
Flight Simulation Device (FSD); the FAA 
identification number; and the qualification 
level for the device. 

(b) A Configuration List—outlines the 
aircraft configuration; types of visual, 
motion, or other simulator systems installed; 
the aircraft equipment being simulated; 
alternative configurations available for 
engines, instrumentation, and other 
equipment; and includes the date each above 
item was qualified.
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(c) Qualifications/Restrictions to 
Qualifications List—lists the flight tasks 
flown by the sponsor (or the sponsor’s 
representative) in preparation for the 
sponsor’s request for initial evaluation (see 
§ 60.15). It also lists and describes the flight 
tasks and the Flight Simulation Device (FSD) 
systems for which qualification is or is not 
originally sought and is or is not granted.

5. The FAA seeks the public’s opinion 
on whether to continue the practice of 
‘‘grandfathering.’’ Please include 
whether this practice should have an 
end point either in general or for some 
specific aspects of the practice. If you 
believe ‘‘grandfathering’’ should be 
discontinued, include suggestions on 
the conditions for instituting an end 
point.

Note: The term ‘‘grandfathering’’ is used to 
allow standards, in effect at the time of 
original qualification of a specific Flight 
Simulation Device (FSD), to continue to 
apply to that specific FSD regardless of 
subsequent modification to those standards. 
This provision addresses areas such as visual 
systems, motion systems, aerodynamic data, 
required tests, and individual test tolerances.

6. The FAA seeks the public’s opinion 
on whether the current list of objective 
tests is practicable and viable and on 
whether this list may be modified by 
either reducing or expanding the 
number of objective tests. The resulting 
list of tests must not compromise the 
overall objective review of the 
performance and handling of the 
simulator in comparison to the 
simulated airplane. 

7. The FAA seeks the public’s opinion 
on the effectiveness of using an Internet 
website (to discuss aspects of flight 
simulation device evaluation and 
qualification and explain National 
Simulator Program (NSP) policy and/or 
the proposals and suggestions for 
alteration of those policies). Do you 
have additional suggestions on how 
FAA’s communication with the aviation 
industry and the public in general may 
be promoted through this or similar 
media? 

8. Please identify which affiliation 
you are associated with.

Note: Select one of the following 
categories: 

(a) Airlines or Training Centers. 
(b) Pilots or Pilot Organizations. 
(c) Simulator or FTD Manufacturers. 
(d) Airplane Manufacturers. 
(e) Academic Institutions. 
(f) U.S. Agencies (such as NASA, NTSB, 

Customs, etc.). 
(g) U.S. or Foreign Military. 
(h) Foreign Regulatory Authorities. 
(i) Other.

Issued in Washington, DC, on November 
15, 2002. 
Anthony F. Fazio, 
Director, Office of Rulemaking.
[FR Doc. 02–29646 Filed 11–18–02; 3:50 pm] 
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AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
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ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
(NPRM). 

SUMMARY: The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) proposes to adopt 
a new airworthiness directive (AD) that 
is applicable to certain Hartzell 
Propeller Inc. model HC–C2Y(K,R)–
1BF/F8477–4 propellers with TKS 
(Aircraft De-icing) Ltd. anti-ice boots 
that were installed by SOCATA-Groupe 
AEROSPATIALE, the aircraft 
manufacturer, using TKS Ltd. Procedure 
P232, Specification for the Attachment 
of Propeller Overshoes. This proposal 
would require removal of the anti-ice 
boots, rework of the anti-ice boot area of 
the propeller blades, and installation of 
new anti-ice boots. This proposal is 
prompted by a report of TKS (Aircraft 
De-icing) Ltd. anti-ice boots on the 
blades of a model HC–C2Y(K,R)–1BF/
F8477–4 propeller that were installed by 
SOCATA-Groupe AEROSPATIALE 
using processes that could lead to blade 
corrosion and failure. The actions 
specified by the proposed AD are 
intended to prevent propeller blade 
separation, damage to the airplane, and 
possible loss of the airplane.
DATES: Comments must be received by 
January 21, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments in 
triplicate to the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), New England 
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel, 
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2001–NE–
47–AD, 12 New England Executive Park, 
Burlington, MA 01803–5299. Comments 
may be inspected at this location, by 
appointment, between 8:00 a.m. and 
4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except Federal holidays. Comments may 
also be sent via the Internet using the 
following address: 9-ane-
adcomment@faa.gov. Comments sent 

via the Internet must contain the docket 
number in the subject line. 

The service information referenced in 
the proposed rule may be obtained from 
Hartzell Propeller Inc. Technical 
Publications Department, One Propeller 
Place, Piqua, OH 45356; telephone (937) 
778–4200; fax (937) 778–4391. This 
information may be examined, by 
appointment, at the FAA, New England 
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel, 
12 New England Executive Park, 
Burlington, MA.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Tomaso DiPaolo, Aerospace Engineer, 
Chicago Aircraft Certification Office, 
FAA, Small Airplane Directorate, 2300 
East Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, IL 
60018; telephone (847) 294–7031; fax 
(847) 294–7834.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications 
should identify the Rules Docket 
number and be submitted in triplicate to 
the address specified above. All 
communications received on or before 
the closing date for comments, specified 
above, will be considered before taking 
action on the proposed rule. The 
proposals contained in this action may 
be changed in light of the comments 
received. 

Comments are specifically invited on 
the overall regulatory, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposed rule. All comments 
submitted will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. A report 
summarizing each FAA-public contact 
concerned with the substance of this 
proposal will be filed in the Rules 
Docket. 

Commenters wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their comments 
submitted in response to this action 
must submit a self-addressed, stamped 
postcard on which the following 
statement is made: ‘‘Comments to 
Docket Number 2001–NE–47–AD.’’ The 
postcard will be date stamped and 
returned to the commenter. 

Availability of NPRM’s 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
NPRM by submitting a request to the 
FAA, New England Region, Office of the 
Regional Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket No. 2001–NE–47–AD, 12 New 
England Executive Park, Burlington, MA 
01803–5299.
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